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U.S. Department 400 Seventh St., S.W.
of Transportation Washington, D.C. 20590
Research and JUN =6 2003

Special Programs
Administration

Mr. Scott C. Morrison Reference No. 03-0044
2009 South Trillium Drive
Aliquippa, PA 15001

Dear Mr. Morrison;

'This in response to your letter concerning the requirement in paragraph 7.c.(4) of Exemption
DOT-E-11537 that prohibits offerors and carriers from loading on the same motor vehicle
intermediate bulk containers (IBCs) containing different hazardous materials that, if mixed,
would cause an unsafe condition to occur. You asked if the reason for segregating these
materials is essentially the same as that prescribed in 49 CFR 173.33(2)(2) and discussed in letter
Reference No. 98-0347.

The answer is yes. The Hazardous Materials Regulations (HMR; 49 CFR Parts 171-180) contain
various requirements covering the loading of hazardous materials that would react dangerously
with each other and cause an unsafe condition to occur. For example, see §§ 173.21(e) and
173.33(a)(2). As we stated in the referenced letter, because there are so many variables, the
parties involved must evaluate the potential risks posed by different materials that are loaded on
the same motor vehicle. .

Sincerely,

It LA o WAKAT

Hattie L. Mitchell, Chief
Regulatory Review & Reinvention
_Office of Hazardous Materials Standards
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February 4, 2003 ' _(724) 37_5~.6138 ‘ ) C 0,\9 0 / omks
M. Edward T, Mazzullo' o ‘ b 5 —F) 0 L/LIL

Director, Office of Hazardous Matenals Standards
U.S. DOT/RSPA. (DI-IM 10)

400 7th Street SW.-

Washington, D.C. 20590-0001

RE: Exemptlon DOT E—l 1537.
Interpretation Letter on 173. 33(a)(2) to Denise E. Oas 1ssued on 01/05/2000
Reference No 98-0347

Dear Mr, Ma.zzullo

This letter is to follow up my teiephone conversation w:th Eileen at the Hazardous Material
Information Center on 2/3/03 to request clarification of Item 7.¢.(4) in DOT E-11537 (on
dlscharge from IBC’s w1thout removal from the vehncle) wlnch states:

“’I‘wo or more. matenals may not be loaded on the same vehlcle if,asa result of any
mxxture of. the matenals an unsafe condmon could occur

While domg research on thls exemptmn I came across Interpretatmn Letter 98—0347 that
concerns the loading of material on the same multi-unit cargo tank. The wordmg in paragraph 1
of this letter and 49 CFR 173, 33(3,)(2) secms to be mmxlar to the wordmg in the DOT E-l 1537

.. This. provxszon restncts a person form loadmg or accepnng different matenals on the
_same multi-unit. cargo tank motor vehicle if, as a result of any mixture of the materials,

»

an unsafe condition would occur such as an explosion....”
@ added the emphas1s 0 the wordmg in bold) :

- My questlon is whether the adv1ce in Letter 98-0347 would also be applicable to Item 7.c. {4) of
the DOT E-115377 Specxﬁcally, the adv1ce in paragraph 4 which states: :

“Many factors aﬂ'ect how. matenals may react with each other .Because there are so
many variables, under the Hazardous Materials Regulations, the parties involved must ‘
evaluate the pctentlal risk posed by diﬁ'erent matenals that are oﬂ‘ered and accepted for
transportation, .. ,

Thank you for your assistagce in this'-mgttgr.'

Sincerely,

Scott C, Momson
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